One hundred and fifty years ago Council of the Medical and Chirurgical Society hoped that 'the library will soon arrive at a degree of perfection worthy of the Society and of the country'. The library, in that view, was to be something worthy of support by the members of the Society not solely for their personal benefit but also as a library serving a body of readers wider than that of the Fellowship of the Society alone. Guided by Johnson's dictum that people more frequently require to be reminded than instructed, this small review of the past forty years aims to be a reminder of that hope of the founders; of things helping or hindering its realization; and of reasons for believing that it is still right, in a greatly changed world, that the Society should strive to support its library both for, and beyond, the immediate personal benefit of those whose subscriptions support it. The fact that throughout its existence the library has had to reflect the interests of a body of active workers with high and exacting standards in all fields of medicine has always been a powerful force pressing for constant improvement. Because comprehensiveness has virtually always been an impossibility, it follows that selectiveness had to be able and well informed for the maintenance of an adequately representative library. In the Society's library selection has been guided by the informed opinions of the members on whose support it has depended. I believe we already have those 'technical links' in the form of the association of all such libraries with BLLD. Personally I would look forward to a time when thought and effort will not be diverted from the task of putting our own house in order and keeping it strong into yet more of the recurrent schemes for 'economy by cooperation amongst a group of libraries'. To put it crudely, some of those proposals in the past have sprung from one library's seeking to cut its own expenses by using the resources of another. The suggestion has also, of course, often been made from the highest motives, but on a not too securely founded assumption that much wasteful duplication exists. In fact there has been little serious study of the problem, but the matter was considered in the 1971 report of the University of London Committee on Library Resources. 
